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refused to discuss the Indian  constitution  with Mr.
Gandhi, the Pandit Nehru, Dr. Ansari and their collea-
gues, will Sir Samuel Hoare inform  us upon whom he
relies for its operation, when drafted ?   Able as are Sir
Tej Sapru and his friends the Indian Liberals, he cannot
be ignorant of the fact that they have little support
among the masses of India.   Whatever be the errors of
judgment or strategy of which the Congress  is guilty,
no other body has the same right to speak for Indian
opinion.   To refuse to deal with it is like ignoring the
Miners' Federation in a dispute in the  coal industry
and insisting upon dealing  only with a union like
Spencer Union of Nottingham.  Sir Samuel Hoare must
know very well that no settlement can be  successful
which lacks the support of at least  the outstanding
Indian leaders now in prison. Every day of their deten-
tions there only increases the general exacerbation of
temper and makes, thereby,  a general solution more
difficult of attainment.   Historic experience, moreover,
makes it a priori obvious that Ordinances of the charac-
ter imposed by the Government cannot, by their very
nature, be justly applied.    They are bound to alienate
opinion because their appeal is to force  and fear.    A
policy built upon such motivation may succeed  over a
short period.   In the long run it is not only  bound  to
-fail; it makes it after-math worse  than  the  original
difficulties it was intended to counter.   A very elemen-
tary acquaintance with the history of Ireland would
teach Sir Samuel Hoare (if he is teachable) the grava
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